














Matter of R-K-B-

asserts that the Petitioner “developed a technique for that

provides an automated approach for design engineers to study and predict the performance of

crankshafts.” In addition, a Senior Member of Technical Staft in the

at in He indicates

that the Petitioner “developed a novel computer program that can design crankshafts of varying

dimensions, then create finite elements along them.™ further notes that the Petitioner’s

computer program “automated the time-consuming first step of for crankshaft design, making

him one of the top researchers in the field ot enhancing when he was just a master’s student.”
Neither letter, however, establishes what impact the Petitioner’s contribution has had on the field.

The Petitioner submits a letter from the Vice President of

who states that “is a major client that relies on [the
Petitioner’s] improved stress response computation techniques for the
software to transition from metal to composite materials without sacrificing strength and durability
in airplane parts.” also indicates that an oil and gas industry supplier
based in Norway, relies on the Petitioner’s stress response improvements in the
software. However, the record does not specity to what extent the Petitioner contributed to the

and software and what aspects can be fully attributed to him as
opposed to other developers. Furthermore. the record does not contain evidence from
or about their reliance upon this software. uncorroborated

statement does not establish the impact of the Petitioner’s work on the field.

The Petitioner seeks a highly restrictive visa classification, intended for individuals already at the top
of their respective fields, rather than for individuals progressing toward the top. USCIS has long
held that even athletes performing at the major league level do not automatically meet the
“extraordinary ability” standard. Matter of Price, 20 1&N Dec. 953. 954 (Assoc. Comm’r. 1994),
While the Petitioner need not establish that there is no one more accomplished than him to qualify
for the classification sought, we find the record insufficient to demonstrate that he has sustained
national or international acclaim and is among the small percentage at the top of his field. See
section 203(b)(1)(A)(i) of the Act; 8 C.F.R. § 204.5(h)(2).

. CONCLUSION

For the reasons discussed above, the Petitioner has not established eligibility as an individual of
extraordinary ability under section 203(b)(1)(A) of the Act.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed.
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